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Mr. Henderſon, 


fident, that I ſhould not be led into an Er- 
tour, for want of having all which could be 
ſaid, layed open unto Me: For indeed, My 
bumovr is ſuch, that I am till partiall for that 
fide, which I imagine ſuffers for the weakneſle 
of thoſe -that maintaine it ; alwaics thinking 
that equall Champions would caſt the bal- 
lance on the other part ; Yet fince that you 
(thinking that it will ſave time ) defire to goe 
another way; I ſhall nor conteſt with you in 
It, but treating you as:My Phylitian, give you 

| 3 leave 
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leave to take your owne way of cure; onely] 
thought fit to warne you, leſt if you, (not]) 
ſhould be miſtaken in this, you would be faine 
(in a mannex) to begin anew. 

Then know that from my Infancy I was 
bleſt with the King my Fathers love, which, | 
I thanke God, was an unvaluable happineſſe 
to me, all his daies, and among all his cares 
for my education, his chief was, to ſettle me |} 
right in Religion , in the true Knowledge of 
which, he made himſelf ſo eminent to all the - 
World, that, I am ſure, none can call in que- 
ſtion the brightneſle of his Fame in that parti- 
cular, without ſhewing their own ignorant baſe 
malice: Heit was,who laid in Me the Grounds 


of Chriſtianity, which to this day I have been 


conſtant in; ſo that whether the worthineſle 
of My Inſtruor be conſidered, or the nor 
few yeares that I have been ſetled in My Prin- 
ciples ; it ought to be no ſtrange thing, if it be , 
tound no caſte worke, to make me alter them: 


and the rather, thar hitherto, I have ( accor- " 


ding to Saint Paul's rule, Rom. 14. 22.) been 
happy in Not condemning my ſelfe , en that 
thing which I afow : Thus having ſhewed you 
how, it remaines, to tell you what, I believe, 
in relation to theſe preſent miſerable diſtra- 
- Ettons. 

No onething made Me more teyerence the 
Retormation of My Mother, the Church of 
| England, 
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England, than that it was done ( according to 
the Apo#les defence, A724. 18.) neither with 
multitude, xor with tumnlt, but legally and or- 
derly ; and by thoſe, whom I conceive to haye 
onely the reforming power ; which with many 
other inducements, made Me alwayes confi- 
dent that the worke was very perfe@, as to 
Eſſentials; of which number Church- Govern- 
ment being undoubtedly one, I put no que- 
ſtion, but that would have been likewiſe alte- 
red, if there had been cauſe; which opinion 
of mine, was ſoone turned into more than a 
confidence, when I perceiyed that in this par- 
ticular (as I muſt ſay of all the reſt) we re- 
rained nothing bur according as it was de- 
duced from the Apoſtles to be the conſtant 


| F univerſall cuſtome of the Primitive Church ; 


and that it was of ſuch conſequence, as by the 
alteration of ir, we ſhould deprive our ſelves 
ofa lawtall Prieſthood, and then, how the Sa- 
craments can be duly Adminiſtred, is caſte to 
judge : Theſe are the principal! Reaſons, which 
make me believe that Biſhops are neceſſary for 
a Church, and, I think, ſufficient for Me ( if I 
had no more ) not to give My conſent for their 
expulſion out of England; but I have another 
obligation, thar to my particular, is ano leſle 
tic of Conſcience, which is, My Coronation 
oath : Now if (as S. Pasl ſaith, Rom.14.23.) 
He that doubteth i damned if he eat, what can I 
A4 expect, 
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expeR, if I ſhould, not onely give way know. 
ingly to My Peoples inning, but likewiſe be 
perjured My felfe ? 

Now conſider, ought I not to keep my ſelfe 
from preſumptuoms ſinnes 2 and you know who 
ſayes, What doth it profit a man,though he ſhonld 
gaine the whole World, and loſe his owne Soule ? 
Wherefore my conſtant maintenance of Epiſ- 
copacy in England, ( where there was never any 
other Government ſince Chriſtianity was in 
this Kingdome ) Methinks, ſhould be rather 
commended than wondered at z My Conſci- 
ence direting Me to maintaine the Lawes of 
the Land-; which being onely my endeavours 
at this time, I defire to know 'of you, what 
warrant there is in the Word of God, for Snbjefts 
to endeavour t0 force their Kings Conſcience ? 
or to make him alter Lawes againſt his will « If 
this be not my preſent caſe, I ſhall be glad to 
be miſtaken, or, if my Judgment in Religion 
hath been miſled all this time, I ſhall be wil- 
ling to be better directed : till when, you muſt 
excuſe Me, to be conſtant to the Grounds 
which'the King my Father taught me. 


Newcdſile, 
AAY 29. 164 6, 
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For Hu «A ajefhe, 
Mr. Hlexander Henderſon's firſt Paper. 
Y IR 
1. 7-4 Your Majeſties royall goodneſs, and not 
= 1y merit, that hath made your Majeſty to 
conceive any-opinion of my abilities, which 
(were they worthy of the ſmalle3t teſtimony from 
your Majeſty) onght in all duty to be improved 
for your Majefties ſatis fattFion, Anil this T in- 
tendedin my coming here at this time, bya free, 
yer modeſt expreſiion of the true motives and in- 
ducements which drew my mind tothe "_ of 
Epiſcopall Government, wherein I was bred in 
my younger years at the Univerſity. Like as 1 did 
apprehend that it was not your Majeſties purpoſe 
to have the Queſtion diſpnted by Divines on bath > 
ſedes , which I would never ( to the wronging of 
the cauſe)havenndertaken alone ; and which ſel- 
dome or never hath proved an effectuall way , for 
finding ef truth, or moving the-minas of Men to 
relinquiſh their former Tenents, Dum res tranſit 
3 judicto.in affe&um ;-witneſſthe Polemicks be- 
tweerthe Papiſts and ws, and among our ſelves, 
about the matter now in hand, theſe many yeares 
aſt. 
F 4 Sir,when T.conſider your Majeties education 
under the hands of ſuch a Father, the length of 
time wherein Tour Majeſty hath 'been ſetled in 
Tour 
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your principles of Church-Government ; the Ay. 
guments which have continually in private and 
publique, eſpecially of late at Oxtord, filled your 
Majeſties eares for the Divine Right thereof, 
our Coronation Oath , and divers State-reaſons 
which your Majeſty doth wot mention : I doe not 
wonder, nor think it any ſtrange thing, that your 
Majefty hath not at firſt given place to acon- 
trary impreſſion, TI remember that the famous 
Joannes Picus Mirandula proveth by irrefra- 
gable Reaſons (which no rationall man will con- 
tradi) That no man hath ſo much power 0- 
ver his own underſtanding, as to make himſelf 
believe what he will, or to think that to be true 
which his reaſon telleth him is falſe ; much 
Icfſe'is it poſſible for any man to have his rea- 
ſon commanded by the will, or at the pleaſure 
of another. 
2.1t is atyue ſaying of the Schoot- men, Volun- 
ras 1imperat intelle&tui quoad exercitium, non 
quoad ſpec; ficationem, Mine ewne will, of the 
will of another may command me to thinke upon 
a maiter ,, but no will or command can conſtraine 
me to determine otherwiſe thew my reaſon tea- 
cheth me. Tet Sir, 1 hope your Majeſty will 
acknowledge, (for your Paper profeſſeth no leſſe) 
that according t0 the ſaying of Ambroſe, Non 
eſt pudor ad meliora tran{ire, /r © neither ſiane 
por ſhame to change to the better : Symmachus 
in one of his Epiſtles ( Tthinke to the Emperonr 
Theodo- 


M. ALEX: HENDERSON'S firſt Paper. 5 


Theodofius and Valentinian) a/leageth all thoſe 
motives, from education, from preſcription of 
time, from worldly proſperity, and the fleuriſh- 
| ing condition of the Romany Empire, and from 
the Lawes of the Land, to perſwade them to con- 
| ſtancy inthe ancient Pagan profeſSion bf the Ro- 
mans, againſt the imbracing of the Chriſtian 
Faith, The like reaſons were uſed by the Fewes 
for Moſes againſt Chriſt ; and may be uſed both 
for Popery and for the Papacy it ſelfe, againſt 
the reformation of Religion & Church-Govern- 
ment ;, and therefore can have no more ſtrength 
againſt the Change now, than they had in former 
times, 
3. But your Majeſty may perhaps ſay, That this 
& pctitio principii, and wothing elſe but the 
begging of the Queſtion , and I confeſſe it were 
ſo, if there can be no Reaſons brought for 4 Re- 
formation or Change, Tour Majeſty reverences 
the Reformation of the Church of England, as 
being done legally and orderly, and by theſe who 
had the Reforming Power : and IT doe not deny, 
but it were to be wiſht, that Religion where there 
. & need, were alwaies Reformed in that manner, 
and by ſuch power, and that it were not commit- 
ted to the Prelats, who have greateſt need to be 
reformed themſelves, not left to the multitude, 
whom God ſtirreth up when Princes are negli- 
gent*: Thus d:d Jacob reforme his owne Fami- 
ly, Moſes deitroyed the golden Calfe, the good 
| Kings 
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Kings of Judah reformed the Church in their 
time.: but that ſuch Reformation hath been per- 
fett, I cannot admit. Ala tooke away Idolatry, 
but his Reformation was not perfect , for Jeho- 
ſaphat removed the high Plaves, yet was not his 
Reformation perfect, for it was Hezekiah that 
brake the braſen Serpent, and Joſiah defroyed 
the Idol-Temples, who therefore beareth this E- 
logie, That like unto him there was no King 
before him: 7t #& too well knowne that the Re- 
formation of K. Henry 8. was moſt imperfect in 
the Efſentials of Dottrine, Worſhip, and Gowern- 
ment; And although it proceeded by ſome de- 
grees afterward, yet the Government was never 
reformed, the head was changed, Dominus non 
Dominium ; and the whole limbs of the Anti- 
chriitian Hierarchy retained, upon what ſnares 
aud temptations of Awvarice and Ambition, the 
great -Enchanters of the Clergy, I need not ex- 
preſſe. It was 4 hard ſaying of Romanorum 
Mallens Grofted of Lincolne, That Reforma- 
tiopwas.netto beexpetted. nift in ore gladii cru- 
entandi : yet this 1may ſay, . that the Laodicean 
lukemarmaeſſe of Reformation here, hath beeu 
matter :of continued complaints to. many of the 
Godlyinthis. Kingdom , occaſion of more ſchiſme 
and ſeparation then ever was heard of in any 0- 
ther Charch.; and of unſpeakable griefe and ſor- 
row to other Churches, -which God did bleſſe with 
greater purity of Reformation, The glory of this 
great 


% 
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great-worke we boye is reſerved for your Ma- 
jefty, that to your comfort aud everlaſting fame 
the praiſe of godly Jofiah may be made yours ; 
which yet will be no diſpraiſe to your royall Fa- 
ther, or Edward 6. or any othcr religions Prin- 
ces before you; none of them having ſo faire an 
opportunity 4s is now by the ſupreme providence 
prt into your Royall bands, My ſoule trembleth 
t0 think and to ſorvjee, what may be the event, 
if this opportunity be neglefted. I will neither 

fc the words of Mordecay,Pſth.4.1 4.ver what 
| Sayanarola told another Charles, becauſe I hope 
better thines from your Majeſty. 

4. To the CArgument brought by your MA- 
jefty (which T believe none of your Dottors, had 
they been all abont you, could more briefly and 
yer ſo fully and ſtrongly have expreſſed ) ( That 
nothing was retained in this Church but ac- 
cording as tt was deduced from the Apoſtles 
ro the conſtant univerſall pratiſe of the Pri- 
mitive Church, and that it was of ſuch con- 
ſequence, as by the alteration of it, We ſhould 
deprive our ſelves of the lawfulneſle of Pricſt- 
hood (7 thinke your Majeſty meanes alawfull 
Miniſtry) and then how the Sacraments can be 
adminiſtred, is caſic to judge. ] 1 humbly offer 
theſe conſiderations : Firſt, what was not in the 
times of the Apoſtles, cannot be deduced from 
them : We ſan in Scotland, 1t cannot be brought 
Bt, that is not the Ben; but (not to inſiſt now 17 
4 
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a Litourgy, and things of that kind ) there was 
xo ſuch Hierarchy, no ſuch difference betwixt a 
Biſhop and a Presbyter, in the times of the J4- 
poitles, and leroy it cannot thence be dedu- 
ced; for I conceive it to be as cleaye as if it were 
written with a Sun-beame, that Presbyter and 
Biſhop are to the Apoitles one aud the ſame 
thing, uo majority, no inequality or difference of 
office, povees or degree betwixt the one and the 
other, but a meer identity in all. 2. That the 
Apoſtles intending to ſet downe the Offices and 
Officers of the Church, and ſpeaking ſo often of 
them, and of their gifts and duties, and that, uot 
upon occaſion, but of ſet purpoſe ,, doe neither ex- 
preſſe nor imply auy ſuch Paſtor or Biſhop as hath 
ower over other Paitors, although 1t be true, 
that they have diſtinitly and particularly expreſt 
the office, gifts, and duties of the meapeſt Of fi- 
cers,ſuch as Deacons. 3. That in the Miniſtery 
of the New Teſtament there is 4 comely, beautt- 
fall, and divine order and ſubordination , one 
kind of eMiniſters both ordinary and extraor- 
dinary being placed in degree and dignity one be- 
fore another, as the Apoſtles firſt, the Evange- 
liſts, Paſtors, Dottors,&c. in their owne ranks : 
bnt we cannot find in Offices of the ſame kind, 
that one hath majority of power, or priority of 
degree before another ,, no CApoitle above other 
Apotles (unleſſe in morall reſpetts) no Evange- 
[ } above other Evangeliits , of Deacon _ 
oner 


—— 
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other Deacons , why then 4a Paſtor above other 
Paſtors ? Inall other ſorts of Miniſters ordinary 
and extraordinary a parity in their owne kind, 
only in the office of Paſtor an inequality. 4. That 
the whole af and all the parts of the Mini- 

ry, which are commonly called, The power of 
Order and Juriſdition, are by the Apoſtles de- 
clared to be common to the Presbyter and Biſhop : 
And that, Mat.15.16,17. the gradation in mat- 
ter of Diſcipline or Charch cenſures, is from one, 
to two, or more; and if he ſhall negled# them, 
tell it to the Church, he ſaith not, tell it tothe 
Biſhop : there is noplace left to a retrogradation 
from more to one, were he never ſo emunent. If 
theſe conſiderations doe not ſatisfie, your Majeſty 
may have mere, or the ſame further cleared, 

5. Secopdly, I doe humbly deſire Tour Majeity 
| totake notice of the fallacy of that Argument, 
from the pradtice of the Primitive Church, and 
the univerſall Caper of the Fathers. It sthe 
CAreument of the Papiſts for ſuch traditions as 
#0 Orthodox Divine will admit, The Law and 
T Colarvay! wuſt be the Rule. We can have ,no 
certaine knowledge of the praitice univerſall of 
the Church for many years , Euſebius the prime 
Hiſtorian confeſſeth ſo much : the learned ſoſe- 
phus Scaliger teftifieth, That from the end of the 
Acts of the Apoſtles #ntill a good time after, no 
certainty can be had from Eccleſiaſticall Authors 
gbout Church matters. It true, Diotrephes 


ſongh 
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ourht the proheminence' in the- Apoſtles times, 
fog the the of iniquity 4id then bexin to 
work , and no doubt in after-times ſome peyes « 
with Ambition, and others overtaken with weak- 
neſſe, endevoured alteration of Church Gowvenn- 
ment, but that all the learned and godly of theſe 
times conſeuted to ſuch a change as is talked of 
afterwards, will never be proved. | 
6. Thirdly, I will never think that Towe Ma- 
jeity will deny the lawfulzeſſe of 4 Miniſtery, aud 
the due adminiſtration of the Sacraments in he 

Reformed Churches, which have no Dioceſan Bi- 

' ſhops, ſth it is not only manifeſt by Scripture, 
but a great many of the ſtrongeſt Champions for 
Epiſcopacy, doe confeſſe, that Presbyters may oy- 
aaine other Presbyters ; and that Baptiſme ad- 
miniitred by a private Perſon, wauting a publick 
Calling, or by a Midwife, and by 4 Presbyter, al- 
though not ordained by a Biſhop, are wot one and 
the Fa thing. 

7. Concernins the other Argument taken from 
Tour Majefies Coronation Oath, I confeſſe, thas 
both in the taking and keeping of am Oath (ſo ſa- 
cred a thing «s it, and ſo high a point of Retigion) 
much tenderneſſe s required : and farre be i 

- frem #5, who deſire ts obſerve onr owne Solemne 

Oath, to preſſe Tour Majeſty with the violation 
of Tours. Tet Sir, I will crave your leave, inall 
humbleneſſe and ſincerity to lay hes Tour Ma- 
jeſties eyes this one thing, (which perhaps might 


require 
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require a larger diſcourſe) that although vo hu- 
mane authority can diſpenſe with an Oath, Quia 
Religio juramenti pertiner ad forum Divi- 
num 3 yet in ſome caſes it cannot be denied but 
the evligation of au Oath ceaſeth : As when we 
ſwear homage and obedience to our Lord and Sn- 
periour, who afterwards ceaſeth to be our Lord 
ind Superiour ; for then the formall cauſe of the 
oath is taken away, ann therefore the obligation, 
Sublata cauſa tollitur efte&tus ; ſublato relato, 
tollitur Correlatum. Or when any Oath hath 
a ſpeciall reference to the benefit of thoſe to whom 
I make the promiſe, if we have their deſire or 
conſent, the obligation ceaſeth,, becauſe all ſuch 
oaths from the nature of the thing, doe include 
a condition. When the Parl:aments of both Kine - 
domes, have covenanted for the abol:ſhing or 
altering of a Law, Your Majeſties Oath doth not 
binge You, or Tour Conſcicuce 10 the obſerving of 
it . otherwiſe no Lawes could be altered by the» 
Legiſlative Power. This I conceive hath been 
the ground of removing Epiſcopall Government 
in Scotland, and of removing the Biſhops out of 
the Parliament of England. And I aſſure my 
ſelfe, that Tour Majeſty did not intend at the ta- 
king of Tewr Oath, that although both Houſes of 
Parliament ſhould find an alteration neceſſary, 
althouzh (which God Almighty avert) you ſhould 
loſe your ſelfe, and yeur Poſterity, and Crowne, 
that you wenld newer conſent to the aboliſhing of 
R [463 
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wment. 
8. IThave but one word more concerning Tour 


Piety to Your Royall Father, and teacher of happy . ® 
Memory,with which Your Majeſty does conclude, | 


Towr Majefty knows that King James never ad- 


mitted Epiſcopacy upon Divine Right; That || 


His Majeſty did ſweare and ſubſcribe to the Do- 


&rive, Worſhip, and Diſcipline of the Church of 


Scotland , that in the Preface of the latter Edi- 
t:ox of Baſtlicon Doron, His Majeſty gives an 
hononrable teſtimony to thoſe that loved better 
the ſimplicity of the Goſpel, than the pomp and 
Ceremonies of the Church of England, and that 
be conceived the Prelats to ſawour of the Popiſh 
Hierarchy, and that (could his Ghoſt now ſþeake 
to your Majeſty) He would not adviſe your Ma- 
jeſty ts run ſuch haFards for thoſe Men who will 
chuſe rather to pull downe your Throne with their 
own ruine, than that they periſh alone. The Lord 
give your Majeſty 4 wiſe and diſcerning Spirit t0 
chuſe that in time which i right, 


June 3. 
1646, 


ſuch a Law, If Yowr Majeſty ſtill objef#, that the 
matter of the Oath is neceſſary & immutable , * 
that doth not belong to this, but to the former Ar. | 


"Wo. 
I EEE RUE CEE 


For Mr. Alex: Henderſon, 


A Reply to his Anſwer to My firſt Paper, 
Fune 6. 16 46. 
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YE — 


Mr. Henderſow, 

F it had been the Honour of the Cauſe 

which I looked after, I would not have 
undertaken to pur Pen to Paper, or (ingly 
to have maintained this Argument againſt you 
( whoſe Anſwer to my former Paper is ſuſfi- 
cient, without other proofs, to juſtifie My opi- 
nion of your abilities ) but, it being meerly ( as 
you know) for my particular ſatisfaQion, I 
aſſure you that a Dilputation of well choſen 
 Divines, would be moſt effetuall ; and, I be- 
lieve you cannot but grant, that I muſt beſt 
know, how my ſelf may be beſt fatisfied, for 
certainly My Taſte cannot be guided by ano- 
ther Mans Palate, and indeed I will ſay, that 
when it comes .( as it muſt) to Probations, I 
muſt have either Perſozs or Books tocleare the 
Allegations,or it will be impoſſible to give Me 
GehGaion : The fore-ſecing of which, made 
Þ 3 Me 


"26 Hu MAjESTIES ſecond Paper. 


Me at firſt ( for the ſaving of Time) deſire that 
ſome of thoſe Divines, which I gave you in a 
Liſt, might be ſent for. | 

2. Concerning your ſccond Section, I were 
much too blame,if I ſhould not ſubmit to that 
ſaying of S. Ambroſe which you mention, for 
I would be unwilling to be found lefſe ingenu- 
- ous than you ſhew your ſelfe to be in the for- 

mer partof it ; wherefore my Reply is, that as 
I ſhall not be aſhamed 7o change for the better, 
ſo I muſt ſce that it is better before 1 change, 
otherwiſe inconſtancy in this were both ſinand 
{ſhame ; and remember ( what your ſelfc hath 
learnedly enforced) that wo mans Reaſon cap be 
commanded by another mans Will, 

3. Your third begins, but I cannot ſay that it 
g0cs on, with that Ingenuity, which the other 
did , for I doc not underſtand, how thoſe Ex- 
amples cited out of the Old Teſtament do any 
way prove that the way of Reformation, which 
I commend, hath not been the moſt perfeR, 
or, that any other is lawfull, thoſe having been 
all by the Regall Anthority, and becauſe 
Henry the Eights Reformation was not perfect, 
w'll ir prove that of K. Edward and Q. El:Fa- 
beth to be unperiect * I believe a new moode 
and figure muſt be tound out to forme a Sy/lo- 
* g:{ſme, whereby to prove that : but however, 
you are miſtaken , for, no man who truely un- 
dcrſtands the Ergl:ſh Reformation, will derive 

It 
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it from Henry the Eight, for he onely gave the 
occaſion; it was his Sonne who began, and 
Q, EliFabeth that perfected it ; nor did I ever 
averre, that the beginning of any Humane A- 
Ction was perfect, no more then you can prove 
that God hath ever given approbation to Multi- 
tudes to Reforme the Negligence of Princes : 
For, you know, there is much Difference be- 
tween Permiſſion, and Approbation : Burt all 
this time, I find no Reaſons ( according to your 
promiſe) for a Reformation, or change ( I mean 
ſince Q. EliFabeths time.) As for your Roma- 
norum Mallens his ſaying ; it is well you come 
of it, with [" yet this I may ſay ] for it ſeems to 
imply, as if you neither ought nor would juſti- 
he that bloudy ungodly ſaying : and for your 
comparing our Reformation here to the Laod:- 
cean lukewarmneſſe, proved by Complaints , 
Grievings,@c. all that doth, and but unhand- 
ſomely, Petere principinm nor can Generalls 
ſatishe Me; for, you muſt firſt prove, that 
thoſe Men had reaſon to complaine!, thoſe 
Churches to be Grieved, and how we were 
truely the Cauſers of this {chiſme and ſepara- 
tion: as for thoſe words which you will not 
uſe, I will not anſwer. 

4. Here indeed you truly repeat the firſt of 
My two maine Arguments ; but by your fa- 
vour, youtake (as I conceive) a wrong way tO 
convince Me; Itis I muſt make good the Af- 

B 3 {irmatrve, 
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firmative, for I believe a Negative cannot be 
proved , Inſtead of which, if you had made 
appear the practice of the Presbyteriay Govern- 
ment in the Primitive times, you had done 
much, for I doe averre, that this Government 
was never Practiſed before Calvin's time; the 
affirmative of which, I leave you to prove, 
My taske, being to ſhew the lawfulneſſe, and 
ſucceſsion "of Eprſc opacy, and, as I believe, the 
neceſſity of it : For doing whereof, I muſt have 
ſuch Books as I ſhall call for ; which poſſibly 
upon peruſall, may, one way or other , give Me 
ſatisfaction ; bur 1 cannot abſolutely promiſe 
ir without the aſſiſtance of ſome learned Man, 
whom I can truſt, to find out all ſuch Citati- 
ons, as I haveuſe of: wherefore blame Me 
nor, if time be unneceſſarily loſt, 

5. Now for the fallacionſneſſe of My Argn- 
ment (to my knowledge ) it was never My pra- 
Fice, nor doc I confelle to have begun now; 

For, if the Practice of the Primitive Church, 
and the univerſal conſent of the Fathers, be not 
a convincing Argument, when the interpreta- 
$:0n of Scripture is doubtfull, I know nothing z 
For, if this be not, then of neceſity the In- 
terpretation of private Spirits muſt be ad- 
mitted: the which contradicts - Saint Peter, 
2 Pet, 1. 20. is the e Mother of all Sedts, and 
will (if not prevented) bring theſe King- 
domes intocontufton : andto ſay, that an Ar- 
gument 
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oument is ill, becauſe the PaprFe uſe it, or,that 
ſuch a thing 1s good, becauſc it is the Cuſtome 
of ſome a, the Reformed Churches , cannot 
weigh with Me, untill you prove, theſe to be 
infallible,orthat to maintaine no Truth - And 
how Diotrephes ambirion ( who dire&ly oppo- 
ſed the Apoſtle S. Fohn) can be an Argument 

againſt Epiſcopacy, I doe not underſtand. 

'6, When I am made a 7udze over the Rc- 
ormed Churches, then, and not before, will I 
cenſure their Aion ; as you mult prove, be- 
forc I confeſle it, that Presbyters without a Bi- 
ſhop,may lawfully ordain other Presbyters : And 
as for the Adminiſtration of Baptiſmze, as I 
thinke none will ſay, that a Woman can layw- 
fully, or Duely adminiſter it, though when 
done, it be valid; ſo none ought to doe it, but 
a lawfull Presbyter, whom you cannot deny, 
but to be abſolutely clay for the Sacra- 

ment of the Euchariſt, 
7. You make a learned {uccin& diſcourſe 
of 0athes in generall, and their ſeverall 0bliga- 
tions, to which I fully agree, intending, inthe 
particular now in queltion, to be guided by 
your owne Rule, which is [when any Oath hath 
4 ſþeciall reference tothe Benefit of thoſe to whons 
I make the Promiſe, if we have their deſire, or 
conſent,the Obligation ceaſeth] Now.it muſt be 
known, to whom this Oath hath reference, and 
to whoſe Benefit * the Anſwer is cleare, onely 
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tothe Church of Enzland,as by the Record will 
be plainly made appeare ; and you much miſ. 
take in alleaging, that the two Honſes of Pay. 
Lament ( eſpecially as they are now conſtitu- 
ted) can have this Diſobligatory Power, for, 
( beſtdes that they arc not named init) I am 
confident to make it clearly appeare to you, 
thar this Churchnever did ſubmir,nor was ſub- 
ordinate to them; and that it was onely the 
King and Clergy, who made the Reformation, 
the Parliament meerly ſerving to help to give 
the C:v:ill Sanfion : allthis being proved ( of 
which I make no queſtion) it muſt neceſſarily 
follow, thar itis onely the Church of England 
(in whoſe favour I took this Oath ) that can re- 
leaſe me from it : wherefore when the Church 
of England ( being lawfully Aſſembled ) ſhall 
declare thar I am tree, then, and not before, 1 
jhall eſteem My ſelf ſo. 

8. To your laſt, concerning the King my 
Father, of happy and famous Memory, both 
for h's Picty and Learning ; I muſt tell you, 
that T had tlie happincfſe, to know him much 
bettey than you; whereforeT defire you, not 
to be too confident, in the knowledge of his 
Opinions ; for, I dare ſay, ſhould his Ghoſt now 
ſpeake, he would tell you, that a bloudy Refor- 
mation was never lawfull , as not warranted 
by Gods word, and that Preces & lacryme ſunt 
Arm Eccleſia. 
9.T0 
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7 9g. To conclude, having replied to all your 
> Paper, I cannot but obſerve to you, that you 
have given Mc no Anſwer to my laſt 2xzre , 
Yitmay be you are ( as Chaucer ſayes) like the 
EPcople of England, What they not like, they ne- 
Jver #nderſtand : butin carneſt,that 2veſtiop is 
#6 pertinent tothe Purpole in hand, that it will 
Jmuch ſerve for My atisfaQtion ; and befides ir 
gmay be uſcfull for other things. 


Newcaſtle, 
| Tune 6. L646, 
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Mr. Alexander Henderſon's ſecond Paper. 


SIR, 


He ſmaller the encouragements be, in re- | 
lation to the ſucceſſe, (which how ſmall 


they are, your Majeſty well kwowes:) the 


more apparent, and, 1 "_ the more acceptable | 


will my obedience be,in that which in all humility 
I now go about, at your MajeFies command : yet 
while 1 confider, that the way of man i n0t in 


himſelfe, nor is it in man that walketh, to dire@t | 


his owne ſteps, and when 1 remember how many 
ſupplications, with ſtrong crying and tears, bave 
been openly and in ſecret offered up in your Ma- 
Jeſties behalfe, unto God that heareth prayer, I 
have no reaſon to deſpaire of a bleſſed ſucceſſe. 


I. I havebeen when 7 a a diſpatation of | 


Divines, 1. For ſaving of time , which the pre- ® 
ſent exigence & extremity of affairs, make more | 
then ordinarily pretious , While Archimedes at | 
Syracule was drawing hu figures & circlings in © 


the ſand, Marcellus izterupted his demonſtration. © 
2, Be- þ 
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% Becauſe the common reſult of Diſputes of this 

nd, an{[werable to the prejudicate opinions of 
"the Parties, # rather Yidtory then Yerity , while 

Lanquam tentativi DialeGici, they ftudy more (8 

ercome their adverſe Party, than to be over- 

Lowe of Truth, althengh this be the moſt glorious 

Wittory., 3. When Iwas commanded to come_ 

Wither, wo ſuch thing was propoſed to me, nox ex- 

refted by me. T never judged ſo meanly of the 

Canſe, nor ſo highly of my ſelfe, as to venture it 

Exon ſuch weakneſſe, Much more might be ſpoken 

jo this purpoſe , but I forbeaxe. 

"2. Iwill not further trouble your Majeſty with 

that which is contained in the ſecond Seftion, 
hoping that your Majeſty will no more inſiſt __ 
Education, preſcription of time, &c. which 
we ſufficient to prevent Admiyation, but (which 
jour Majeſty acknowledges) muſt give place to 
{ Reaſon, and are no ſure grourd of reſolution of 
our Faith, in any point tobe believed : although 
it be true that the moit part of men make theſe 
aud the like, to be the eround and rule of their 
Faith : an Evidence, that their Faith i not 4 
© Divine faith, but an humane Credulity. 

'# 3. Concerning Reformation of Religion iz 
_ # the third Seftion ; Thad need of a Preface to ſo 
* thorny a Theame, as your Majeſty hath brought 
” meaupon; 1. For the Reforming power; :t & 
* conceived, when a Generall Defettion, like a de- 
" lage, hath covered the whole face of the C mm 
0 
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ſo that ſcarcely the tops of the Mountains doe ap. un 
peare, 4 Generall Councell i neceſſary , but, be. © ſuc 
cauſe that can hardly be obtained, ſeverall K 1B7- > if | 
domes (which we ſee was done, at the time of the ſtr 
Reformation) are to reforme themſelves, and 
that by the Authority of their Prince, and Magi- 
ſtrates : if the Prince or ſupreme Magziitrate, 
be unwilling, then may the inferior Magiſtrate, 
aud the People,being before rightly, informed in 
the grounds of Religion, lawfully Reforme, with- 
in their owne ſphere , andif the light ſhine upon 
all, or the major part, they may, after all other 
meanes aſſayed, make a Publique Reformation, 
This, before this time,T never wrote or ſpoke ; yet 
the Maintainers of this Doitrine, conceive that 
they are able to make it good. But, Sir, were I 
worthy to give advice to your Majety, or tothe By 
Kings and ſnpreme Powers oy Earth, my humble | 
Opinion would be, that they ſhould draw the 
minds, tongues, and pens of the learned, to diſ- 
pute abont other matter, then the power or Prero- 
gative of Kings and Princes; and in this kind, 
your Majeſty hath ſuffered and loſt more,then will 
eaſily be reſtored to your ſelfe or your Poſterity, 
for a long time. It ss not denied but the prime_ 
Reforming power, # in Kings and Princes, Qui- 
bus---deficientibus, it comes to the inferior Ma- 
giſtrate, Quibas Deficientibus, 7t deſcendeth to 
the Body of the People , ſuppeſing that therew a | 
neceſfity of Reformation,and that by no meanes it | 
can 


LY _ 
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*cun be obtained of their Snperiors. It is true that 
'- "ſuch a Reformation, is more imperfett, in reſpet# 
» if the Inſtruments, and manner of Procedure ; yet 
or the moſt part, more pure and perfett in rela- 
tion to the effet# and produd?, And for this end 
bid T cite the Examples of old of Reformation by 
Regall Anthority , of which none was perfect, in 
the ſecond way of perfettion, except that of Jo- 
hah. Concerning the ſaying of Groſtead, whom 
the Cardinals at Rome confeſt to be a more> 
oaly man, than any of themſelves , it was his 
Complaint, and Prediction of what was likely to 
enſue, not his deſire, or Eledt10n, if Reformation 
could have been obtained, in the ordinary way. T 
night bring two unpartiall Witneſſes, Jewel and 
Bilſon, both famous Engliſh Biſhops, to prove 
that the tumults and trenbles raiſed in Scotland, 
At the time of Reformation, were to be imputed to 
the Papiits oppoſing of the Reformation, both of 
Dottrine and Diſcipline, as an Hereticall Inno- 
vation; and not to be IN to the Nobility, or 
People, who under God, were the Inftruments of 
it ; intending and ſeeking nothing, but the pur- 
ging out of Errour, and ſetling of the Truth. 
| 2. Concerning the Reformation of the Charch of 
# England, Iconceive, whether it was begnn or 
* not, in K. Henry the 8. time, it was not finiſhed 
" by 9. Elizabeth : the Father ſtirred the humors 
# of the diſeaſed Church , but neither the Sonne 
nor the Danehter ( although we have great rea- 


ſon 
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ſon to bleſſe God for both) did purge them out pe... 
fettly : This Perfettion is yet reſerved for your "| 


Majeſty : Where it & ſaid, thatall this time ,*,; 


bring no Reaſons, for a further Change ; the 


fourth Seftion,of my laſt Paper, hath many hints 
of Reaſons againſt Epilcopall Government, 
with an offer of more, or clearing of thoſe ; which 
your cMajeity hath not thought fit to take notice 
of. Andlearned men, have obſerved many De- 
fetts in that Reformation : As that the Govern- 
ment of the Church of England, for about this 
i the Queſtion now) is not builded upon the foun- 
dation of Chriſt and the Apoſtles ; which they, 
at leait cannot deny, who profeſſe Church-Go- 
vernment to be mutable aud ambulatory ; and 
ſuch were the greater part of Arch-biſhops «nd 
Biſhops in England,centeating themſelves with 


the conſtitutions ef rhe Church, azd the autho- Fj 


rity 4#4 munificence of Princes, ti# of late,that | 


ſome few have pleaded it tobe Jure Diyino : 
Thar, the Engliſh Reformation hath not per- 


tectly purged out the Roman Leven , which & 


one of the reaſons that have given ground tothe 


comparing of this Church to the Church of Lao- & 


dicza, 4s being neither hot nor cold,neither Po- 
piſh »or Reformed, but of a lIukewarme temper, 
betwixt the two : That it hath depraved the 
Diſcipline of the Church, by conforming ot it 
ro the Civil policy : That it hath added many 
Church Ofices, higher & lower,unto thoſe in- 


ſtituted 3 
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- © ſtituted by the Son of God , which « as anlaw- 
Y "| full as to take away Offices warranted by the Di- 

. vine Inſtitution : and other the like which have 
moved ſome to apply this ſaying to the Church of 
England, Multi ad perfeQionem pervenirent, 
nifi jam ſe perveniſle crederent. 

4. In my Anſwer to the firſt of your Majeſties 
wany Arguments, T brought a Breviate of ſome 
Reaſons to prove, that a Biſhop and Presbyter 
ze one and the ſame in Scripture : from which, 
by neceſſary conſequence, I did inferre the nega- 
tive; Therefore, xo difference in Scripture be- 
tween 4 Biſhop and 4 Presbyter ; the one name 
fenifying,Induſtriam Curiz Paſtoralis ; the 0- 
ther, Sapientiz Maturitatem, ſaith Beda. Aud 
whereas Tour Majeſty averres, that Presbytc- 
rian Government was never practiſed, before 
 YCalvin's time ; your Majefty knows, the common 
objettion of the Papiſts, againſt the Reformed 
Churches ; Where was your Church, your Refor- 
mation, your Dottrine, before Luther's time ? 
' One part of the common Anſwer &, that it was 
' from the beginning, and is to be found in Scri- 
* pture : The ſame affirme of Presbyterian Go- 
” vernment : And for proving of ths,the Aſſem- 
| bly of Divincs 44 Weſtminſter, have made ma- 
» xifeſt , that the Primitive Chriſtian Church 
© at Feruſalem was governed by a Presbytery : 
* while they ſhew, 1.That that the Church of Jcru- 
+ falem conſiſted of more Congregations thay one, 


from 


2$ M.A tLExX:HENDERSON'S ſecond Paper, 


from the multitude of Believers, from the many o 
Apoſtles, and other Preachers in that Church, 4 
and from the diverſity of Languages among the 
Believers. 2. That all theſe Congregations, were 
#nder one Presbyteriall Government becauſe they 
were, for Government, one Church, Acts 11, 
22,26. Andbecanſe that Church was governed 
by Elders, Acts 11. 30. which were Elders of 
that Church, and did meet tegether for CA fs of 
Government: And the Apoſtles themſelves, 
in that meeting, Adts 15. acted not as Apoſtles, | 
but as Elders ; ſtating the 2ne#tion, debating it, 
in the ordinary way of diſputation , and having, 
by ſearch of Scripture, found the will of God,they 
conclude, It ſeemed good to the Holy Ghoſt 
and us : which inthe judgement of the learned, 
may be ſpoken by any Aſenth, upon hike evi- 
dence of Scripture. The like Presbyterian Go- |; 
vernment had place inthe Churches of Corinth, | 
Epheſus, Theſlalonica, &c. 7# the times of the 
Apoſtles ; and after them, for many years, when | 
one of the Presbytery was made Epiſcopus Pra- | 
ſeS,even ey pox ket Presbyterorum Con- 
filio, Eccleſiz gubernabantur, ſa:th Jerome ; 
& Epiſcopos magis conſuctudine, quam Dil- 
poſitionis Divine veritate , Presbyteris cfle 
majores,& in Commune debere Ecclefiam re- 2 
Gere. 

: 5. Farrebe it from me to think ſuch a thought, | 
as that your Majeſty did intend any Fatacy, 1 | 
your 
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3 jour other maine Argument,from Antiquity. As 

) =we are to diſtinguiſh between Intentio operantis, 
* & Conditio operis ; ſo may we in this caſe cou- 
fder the difference between Intentio Argumen- 
tantis, 8 Conditio Argumenti, And where 
Your Majeſty argues, That, if Tour Opinion be 
wot admitted, we will be forced to give place to 
the Interpretation of private Spirits, which #s 
rontrary to the Doctrine of the Apoſtle Peter, 
ind wil prove to be of dangerous conſequence , 1 
I barmbly offer to be conſidered by Tour HMajefty, 
what pr of chief note among the Papiſts them- 
ſelves have taught us, That the Interpretation 
of Scriptures, 4nd the Spirits whence they pro- 
ceed, may be called private, in 4 threefold ſenſe. 
1. Ratione Perſonz, if the Interpreter be of 4 
I private condition. 2. Ratione Modi & Medit, 
| when Perſons, although not private, uſe not the 
J publique meanes which are neceſſary for finding 
out the Truth , but fellow their owne fancies. 
23. Ratione finis, when the Isterpretation i not 
 Epropoſed as Authenticall to bind others, but is in- 
| tended onely for our owne private Jn. 
| The firſt not tobe deſpiſed, the ſecond is to be 

$ exploded, and is condemned by the Apoſtle Pc- 
» ter ; thethird ought not to be cenſured : But that 


# 


* Interpretation which is Amhemicall, and of ſu- 

preme Authority, which even mans conſcience s 

| bound to yeild unto, is of an higher nature. And, 

| alibough the General Conncell ſhould reſolve i, 
| C 41} 


. 
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and the Conſent of the Fathers ſhould be had uno . 


it, yet there muſt alwaies be place left to the ſudg- 
ment of Diſcretion, as Davenant, late Biſhop of 
Salisbury, beſide divers others, hath learnedly 
made appeare in his Booke, De Judice Contro- 
verſiarum ; where alſo the Power of Kings in 


matter of Religion, ts ſolidly and unpartially de- | 


termined. Two words onely I adde ,, one is, that 
notwithitanding all that ts | abags from Anti- 
quity, 4 Biſhop hawing ſole 

and 7uriſdittion, will never be found in Prime 
Antiquity. The other i, that many of the Fa- 
thers d:d, unwittingly, bring forth that Anti- 


chriſt, which was conceived in the times of the © 
Apoſtles, and therefore are incompetent Fndges | 


in the Queſtion of Hierarchy. And upon the 6- 


ther part, the Lights of the Chritian Church,at, | 


and ſince the beginning of the Reformation have 
diſcovered many ſecrets, concerning the Anti- 
chriſt and-b# Hierarchy, which were not knowne 


to former Ages : And diverſe of the learned, in | 


the Roman Church,have not feared to pronounce, 


power of Ord:nation © 


— 
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That, whoſoever denies the trne and literal ſenſe © 
of many Texts of Scripture, to have been found | 


ent inthis laſt Age, is unthankfull to God, who 
hath ſo plentifully powred forth his Spirit upon 
the Children of this Generation, and uneratefull 
towards thoſe men, who with ſo great paines, ſo 
happy ſ#cceſſe, & ſo much benefit to Gods Church, 
have travailed therein : This might be inſtanced 

in 
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hn many places of Scripture + I wind together 
Diotrephes and ihe Myſtery of Iniquity, the 
016,45 an old example of Church-ambition, which 
| was alſo tos palpable in the Apoſtles themſelves, 
' And the other as a cover of Ambition, after- 
' wards diſcovered , which two, brought forth the 
: great Myſtery of the Papacy at laſt. 

! 6. Although your Majeſty be uot made a Judge 
* i} of the Reformed Churches, yet you ſo farre cen- 
| © ſure them, and their attions, as, without Biſhops, 
in your judement, they cannot have a lawfull Mi- 


o 
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* & niitery, nor a due Adminiſtration of the Sacra- 
" * ments : Againſt which dangerous & deſtructive 
' & Opinion, I did alledge what I ſuppoſed, your Ma- 
'* jeſty would not have denied, 1. That Presbyters 
3 without a Biſhop, may Ordaine other Presbyters. 
7 2, That Baptiſme, adminiſtred by ſuch a Preſ- 
; byter, is another thing than Baptiſme admini- 
; ſtredby a private Perſon, or by a Midwife. Of 
) | 

* the firit your Majeſty calis for proofe : I told be- 


- 


\ 


I fore that in Scripture, it is manifeſt, 1 Tim: 
Z 4. 14. Negle& not the Gift that is in Thee, 
= which was given Thee by the Propheſie, with 
* the laying on of the hands. of the Presbyrery ; 
ſoit is in the Engliſh Tranſlation : And the word 

” Presbytery, ſo often as it is uſed in the New Te- 
ftament, alwaies (ignifies the Perſons, and not 
the Office. And although the Offices of Biſhop 
and Presbyter were diitint# ; yet doth not the- 
Presbyter derive his power of Order, from the- 
C 3 Biſhop. 
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Apoitles, yet had they their power, not from the 
Apoſtles, for rom Chriſt : The ſame I affirme 
of e 70 Diſc 


iples, who had their power imme- 

diately from Chri#t, no ſe than the Apoſtles 
had theirs. It may upon better reaſon be aver- * 
Gor their power from the © 


red, that the Biſhops 
Pope,than that Presbyters have their power from 


the Prelats. It & true, Jerome ſaith,Quid facit, | 


excepta ordinatione E 00G 8 non facit 
Presbyter ; but in the ſame place 


and the ſame , and therefore when he pro ri- 
ates Ordination to the Biſhop, he ſpeaket of the 
degenerated cuſtome of his time, 2. Concerning 
Bapriſme, 4 private Perſon may perform the ex- 
ternal Aftion and Rites both of it and of the Eu- 
chariFft , yet ts neither of the two 4 Sacrament, or 
hath any efficacy, unleſſe it be done by him that 
& lawfully called thereunto, or by 4 ya made 
publique and clothed with Authority by Ordina- 
tion. This Erronr in the matter of Baptiſme, us 
begot by azother Errour,of the Abſolute Neceſſity 
of Baptiſme, 

7. Tothat which hath been ſaid, concerning 
Tonr Majeſties Oath, T ſhall adde nothing ; net 
being willing to enter upon the Queſtion, of the 
ſubordination of the Church to the Civil power, 
whether to King, or Parliament, or both, and to 
either of them, in their owne place. Such an 


Headjbip 


Biſhop. The wh pr 5 a were inferiony to the | 


e proves from | 
Scripture, that Epiſcopus & Presbyter are one Þ 
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Headſhip as the Kings of England hath claimed, 
and ſuch a ſupremacy as the Houſes of Parlia- 
ment crave, with A ppeales from the ſupreme 
Eccleſiaſtical Fudicature to them as ſet over the 


' Church, inthe ſame line of Subordination, I doe 


utterly diſclaime upon ſuch Reaſons as rive m 

Cf Lrdfaltng nd 20 on ſhalbe —_ 
willing to ſubmit to Civill Powers, each one 
in their owne place; and more unwilling 10 
make any trouble than my ſelfe : Onely concer- 
ning the application of the Generalls of an Oath, 
to the particular yl now in hand; under fa- 
vor, I conceive not how the Clerey of the Church 


_ of England, &, or ought tobe prixcipally inten- 


ded,in your Oath : For,although they were eſtee- 
wmedtobe the Repreſentative Church, yet even 
that « for the bexefit of the Church Collefive, 
Salus a= being Suprema Lex, axd to be 
principally: intended. Tour Majeſty knowes it 
was ſo inthe Church of Scotland, where the like 
alteration was made, And, if nothing of this 
kind can be done without the conſent of the Cler- 
gy what Reformation can be expected in France, 
or Spaine, or Rome it ſelfe * 1t & not to be ex- 
petted, that the Pope, or Prelate will conſent to 
their owne ruine. 

8. 1 will not preſume upon any ſecre! knowledge 
of the Opinions held by the King, Torr Majeſtics 
Father, of famous Memory ;, they being much 
better known to Your Majeſty, 1aiJontly pro- 

C 3 auce, 
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duce, what was profeſt by him, before the world : 
And although Prayers and Tears be the Arms 
of the Church, yet, it & peither acceptable to 
God, nor condncible for Kings and Princes, to 
force the Church ro put on theſe Armes : Nox 
conld 1 ever heare a reaſon, why a neceſſary De- 
fenſive Wayre againſt unjuſt Violence 1s unlay- 
full, although it be joyntd with offence and inva- 
fron which is intended for Defence, but ſo that 
Arymes are layzd down whey the offenſive Warre 
ceaſety : by which it doth appeare,that the Warre 
02 the other fide, was, in the nature thereof, De- 
fenſive, 


9. Cencerning the forcing of Conſcience, which 


T pretermitted in my other Paper, 1 am forced 


now, but without forcing of my Conſcience, tv 
ſpeake of. Onr Conſcience may be ſaid to be for- 
ced., either by our ſelves, or by ethers, By our 
ſelves, 1. when we ſlop the eare of our Conſcience 
2nd will not hearken, or give place to informa- 
7102, reſolving obſtinately, Ne {1 perſuaſeris, 
perſuadebis ; which & noleſſe then 4 reſiſtipg of 
the Holy Ghoſt, and the hazdning of our hearts, 
2. Or when we ſtop the month, and ſuppreſſe the 
clamours of our Conſcience , reſolving rather to 
faffer the worme to gnaw, and the fire toburne_ 
tuwardly, then to make profeſs;on of that we are 
convinced tobe Truth. 3 . Or when we ſeare our 
Conſcience, as with an hot Iron, that it becometh 
ſenfleſſe , which i the puniſhment of the former : 
| wnig 
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' unto which is oppoſed,the truly tender Conſcience; 
ſuch as Jollah had, 2 King. 22. 19. Againe, 
'1. our Conſcience # ſaid to be forced by others, 
| when they obtrude wo us what ts init ſelf evill 
* and unlawfull , which if we admit, againſt our 
' own Conſcience, we ſin,two waies ; one is, by do- 
7 ing that which is in it ſelf evill and unlawful! ; 
* the other &, by doing it againſt a diftatc of 
4 Conſcience, which # «4 contempt of God, wheſe 
' Vicegerent it is. 2. Or when others urge us to do 
7 that which is in it ſelfe good, or may lawfully be 
; done, but through erroy of Conſcience, we judze 
” it tobeevill and unlawful : inthis caſe,if we do 
* notthat which is pref upon us ,we fin, becauſe the 
, thing is good and lawfull : And if we doe it, we 
7 fin, becauſe we do againſt our Conſcience, Which 
inthis caſe bindeth, but obligeth not : And yet 
| there is a way t0 eſcape ont of this labyrintb, it 
| being repugnant to the equity of the will of God 
- folayaneceſlity of inning upon any man : The 
) onelyway is, tolay afide ſuch a Conſcience, it 
being 4 part of the OId man, which we are com- 
manded to put off ; otherwiſe, we being ſufſici- 
ently informed, axd yet cleaving 10 our old error, 
we rather doe violence to our Conſcience our 
ſelwes than ſuffer vislence from others. The Ap- 
plication, for Anſwering the Quzre, 1 leave 1s 
your Majeity. 


py 


Newcaſtle, 
k 7une 17. 1645. 
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For Mr. Alex: Henderſon. 


In Reply to his ſecond Paper, 
TFrune 22, 1646, 


— . 
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1. T were arrogance, beſides loſle of time, 
F+ Me to vie prearmbles with you ; For, it 
is truth | ſcek, and neither praiſe, nor vi- 

ory , wherefore I ſhall onely inſiſt upon thoſe 


things which are meerly neceſſary to my owne * 


fatisfaction , in order to which, I deſired the 
aſ:Ftance of ſome Diwvines ; whereupon I will 
inſiſt no further, ſave onely to wiſh, that you 
may not ( as I have knowne many Men doe) 


loſe time by being miſtaken in the way to ſave | 


it, wherein I have onely ſought to disburden 
My felfe, but tolay no blame upon you, and 
{0 I leave it. 

2. Nor will I ſay more of the ſecond then 
this, that I am glad you have ſo well approved 
of what I have ſaid concerning My education 
and reaſon ; but then remember, that another 
Mans will, is atleaſt, as weake a ground, to 
quild my Faith upon, as my former pwn 

3. In 


- 
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3. Inthis there are two points , Firſt, con- 
cerning the Reforming powey, then anent the 
: Engliſh Reformation; For the firſt, I confeſle 

ou now ſpeak clearly, which before you did 
bat darkly mention, wherein I ſhall mainly 
differ with you, untill you ſhall ſhew me better 
reaſon : yet thus farreT will goe along with 

ou, that when a Generall Conncell cannot be 

ad, ſeyerall Kingdomes may Reforme them- 

- ſelves, ( which is kearnedly and fully proved 
' by the late Archbiſhop of Canterbayy in his diſ- 
; purtation againſt Fiſher) but, that the zwferior 
= Magiſtrates or People ( take it which way you 
will ) have this power, I utterly deny ; For 
- which, by your favour, you have yet made no | 
*. ſufficient proofe, ro my judgement : Indecd, 
: if you could have brought,or can bring autho- 
rity of Scripture,for this opinion, I would and 
| will, yer, with all reverence ſubmit ; but as for 
your Examples, out of the Old Teſtament, in my 

” mind, they rather make for, than againſt me, 
all thoſe Reformations being made by Kings , 
and it is a good probable (though I will not tay 
 convincing)Arenment that if God would have 
approved of a Popular reforming way, there 
were Kines of Fndah & Iſrael ſufticiently neg- 
ligent and ill to have made ſuch examples by 
but by the contrary, the 16. Chap.of Numbers 
ſhewes clearly, how God 4d;ſapproves of {cit 
courſes : bur I forget this Afſercion 15 to be 
Prove 
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roved by you ; yet I may put you in the way. 
ard Tet _ tell you that this orevended 
power in the People, mult ( as all others ) either 
be dire&tly, or cle declaratorily by approba- 
tion, given by God , which, how ſoon you can 
doe, I ſubmit ; otherwiſe you prove nothing : 
For the citing of private Mens opinions ( more 
then as they concurre with the general conſent 
of the Church in their time ) weighs little with 
Me, it being too well known, that Rebels never 
wanted Writers to maintain their nnjnſt ations ; 
and though I much reverence Biſhop Fewels 
memory, I never thought him infallible , for 
Bilſon I remember well what opinion the King 
my Father had of him for thoſe Opinions,and 
how He ſhewed him ſome favour in hope of his 
recantation, (as His good nature made Him do 
many things of that kind ) but whether he did, 
ornot, I cannot ſay : Toconclude this point, 
untill you ſhall prove this poſitiow by the word 
of God, (as I will Regall Authority ) T ſhall think 
all popular Reformation, little better than Re- 
bellions ,, for, I hold that xo Authority & law- 
full but that which & either directly given, or at 
leaſt, approved by God, 2ly, Concerning the 
Engliſh Reformatjon, the firſt reaſon you bring 
why Q. ELFabeth did not finiſh it, is, becauſe 
ſhe tooke not away Epiſcepacy, the hints of reaſon 
againſt which Government, you ſay, Itake no 
notice of , now I thought it was ſufficient no- 

tice, 
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tice, yea and anſwer tod, when I told you, 4 
wezative ( as I conceived) could not be proved, 
- and that it was for Me to prove the affirma- 
. tive which Ifhall cither doe, or yeild the Ar- 
| gument, as ſ{oone as I ſhall be affiſted with 
: Bookes, or ſ{uch Men of My opinion, who, like - 
: you, havea Library in their braine: And fo 
- I muſt leave this particular, untill I be furni- 
1 ſhed with meaxs to pur it toan iſe ; which had 
| been ſooner done, it I could have had My will: 
- Indeed your {ſecond well proved, is moſt ſuf- 
' ficient, which is, That the Engliſh Church: Go- 
» wvernment ts not builded upon the foundation of 
' Chrift and the Apoſtles ; but I conceive your 
 probationof this, doubly defeQive ; for firſt, 
albeit our Archbiſhops and Biſhops (hould have 
; profeſſed Church-Government to be mutable & 
 ambalatery,1 conceive it not ſufficient to prove 
your Aſſertion : and ſecondly, Iam confident 
you cannot prove, that moſt of them maintai- 
ned this walkivg poſition,(for ſome particulars 
muſt not conclude the generall)tor which you 
muſt find much better Arguments than their 
being content with the Corſtunution of the 
Church, and the Authority and munificence of 
Princes, or you will fall extreamly ſhort : As 
for the retaining of the Romay leven, you muſt 
prove it, as well as ſay ir, elſe you ſay little : 
But that the conforming of the Charch 4ſci- 


plize to the civill policy, ſhould be a oC 
| I 
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of it, I abſolutely denys; for I averre, that with. 


out it, the Church can neither flouriſh, nor be 
happy : And for your laſt inſtance, you ſhall 
doe well to ſhew the prohibition of our Sayi- 
our againſt addition of more Officers in the 
Church than he named ; and yet in one-ſenſe 1 
doe not conceive that the Church of England 
hath added any ; for, an _.rchbiſhop is onely 
a diſtinion for order of Government, not ia 
new Officer, and ſo of the reſt ; and of this 
kind, I believe there are diverſe now in Scotland 
which you will not condemne, as the Modeya- 
tors of Aſſemblies,and others. 

4. Where you find a Biſhop, and Presbytey, 
in Scripture, to be one and the ſame ( which 1 
deny to be alwaies ſo) it is in the Apoſtles time, 
now I think to prove the Order of Biſhops ſuc- 
ceeded that of the Apoſtles, and that the name 
was chiefly altered, in reverence to thoſe who 
were immediately choſen by our Savioar, (al- 
beit, in their time, they cauſed diverſe to be 
called fo, as Barnabas and others ) ſo thar, I 
believe, this Argument makes little for you : 
As for your proofe of the antiquity of Preſ- 
byteriay Government,it is well that the CAſem- 
bly of Divines at Weſtminſter can doe more 
theo Enſebizs could,and I thal believe, when I 
{ee it; for, your former Paper affirmes, that 
thoſe times were very dark for matter of faQt, 
and 'will be ſo (till for me if there be no clearer 


Argu- 


I Hu Maj s$ST1z$ third Paper. 41 
Arguments to prove it, than thoſe you men- 
tion : for, becauſe there were diverſe Congreea- 
tions in Feruſalem , ergo, what * are there not 
divers Pariſhes in one Dioceſie 7 ( your two firſt 
I anſwer but as one Argument ) and becauſe 

* the ApoZles met with thoſe of the inferiour Or- 

: ders, for As of Government, what then 2 even 

| ſo in theſe times doe the Deanes and Chapters, 

1 and many times thoſe of the inferiowr Clergy 
: aſſiſt the Biſhops, butI hope you will not pre- 
z tend to ſay,that there was an equality between 
- the Apoſtles and other Presbyters, which not 
© being, doth (in my judgment) quite invalidate 
theſe Arguments : And if you can ſay no more 
for the Churches of Corinth, Epheſus, Theſ- 
ſalonica, &c. than you have for Fernſalem, it 
* willgaineno ground on me : As for Saint Fe- 
+ rome, it is well knowne that he was no great 
Friend to Biſhops, as being none himſelte, yet 
take him altogether, and you will find thar he 
makes a clear diſtintion between a Biſhop and 
a Presbyter,as your (elf confeſſes ; but the truth 
is, he was angry with thoſe who maintained 
Deacons to be equall to Presbyters. 

5. Iam well ſatisfied with the explanation 
of your meaning concerning the word Fallacy, 
though I rhink to have had reaſon for ſaying 
what I did : bnt by your favour, I doe not 
conceive that you have anſwered the ſtrength 
of my Argument, for when you and I differ 
upon 


ww 
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upon the interpretation of Scripture, and Tap- | 


peale to the pradtiſe of the: Primitive Church, 


and the univerſall conſent of the Fathers, to be + 


judge between us, methinks yon ſhould either 
find a fitter,or ſubmit to what I offer, neither 
of which (to My underſtanding ) you have yer 
done , nor have you ſhewne how, waving thoſe 
Judges I appeale unto, the miſchief, oftln in- 
rerpretation by private Spirits, can be preven- 
ted. Indeed, if I cannot prove by antiquity, 
that Ordination and Furiſdiction belongs to 
Biſhops, ( thereby cleerly diſtinguiſhing them 
from other Presbyters) I ſhall then begin to 
miſdoubt many of my former foundations ; 
(as for Biſhop Davenant,he is none of thoſe,to 
whom I have appealed, or will ſubmit unto) 
but for the exception you take to Fathers, I 
take it to be a begging of the Queition ; as like- 
wiſe thoſe great diſcoveries of ſecrets , nor 
knowne to former Apes, I ſhall call zew-1#- 
vented fancies , untill particularly you ſhall 
prove the contrary ; and for your Roman Au- 
theurs, it is no great wonder for them fo ſeck 
ſhifrs whereby to maintaine Novelties, as well 
2s the Puritans » As for Church-ambition, it 
doth not at all terminate, in ſecking to be Pope; 
for, I take it to be no point of humility to en- 
deavour to be independent of Kings, it being 
poſſible, that Papacy in a wwwititude. may be as 
dangerous as in ore. | 
6. AS 
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6. As I am no Fudze over the' Reformed 
Churches, {o neither doeI cenſure them, for 
many things may be ayowable upon zeceſſity, 
which otherwaics are »nlawfull, but know, 
once for all, that I eſteeme nothing the better 
becauſe it is done by ſuch a particular Church 

* (though it were by the Church of England, 
\ which I avow moſt to reverence) bur I eſteem 
that Chnrch moſt, which comes neareſt to the 
' purity of the primitive Dottrine and Diſcipline, 
as I believe this doth. Now concerning 0rdi- 
nation, I bad youprove that Presbyters with- 
out a Biſhop might lawfully ordaine, which yet 
I conctive you havenort done; for, 2 7im.1.6. 
it is evident, that Saint Pan was at Timothies 
ordization ; and albeit that all the Seventy had 
; their power immediately from Chr:ff, yet it is 
, asevident that our Saviour made a clear diſtin- 
ion between the twelve Apoſiles and the reſt 
of the Diſciples, which is ſer downe by three of 
the Evaneeliſts, whereof S. Marke calls it a 
Ordination, Mark 3.15. 8 S. Luke (ayes, And 
of them he choſe Twelve, &c. Luke 6.13. onely 
S. Matthew doth but barely enumerate them 
by their #ame of diſtintion, Mat.10. 1, I ſup- 
poſe out of modeſty, himſelfe being one, and 
the other two being none, are more particu- 
lar. For the adminiſtration of Baptiſme, giving, 
but not granting what you ſay, it makes more 
for Mc, than you: bur I will not engage up- 
on 
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on new Queſtions, not neceſſary for my pur- 


poſe. | 
7. For my 0ath, you doe well not to enter 
upon thoſe Queſtions you mention ; and you 
had done as well to have omitted your in- 
ſtance, but, out of diſcretion, I defire you to 
colle& your Anſwer out of the laſt Section, 
and for your Argument, though the intention 
of my Oath be for the good of the Church col- 
leFive, therefore can I be diſpenſed withall by 
others than the repreſentative Body ? certainly 
no morethan the People can diſpenſe with me 
for any Oaths I took in their favours, without 
the two Houſes of Parliament; as for future 
reformations, I will only tell you that incom- 
modum non ſolvit Argumentum. 

8. For the King my Fathers opinion, if it 
were not to ſpend time (as I believe) needleſly, 
I could prove by living and written teſtimo- 
nies, all, and more, then I have ſaid of Him, 
for His perſwaſton in theſe points which I now 
maintain ; and for your defenſive War, as I do 
acknowledge it a greatfin for any King to op- 
preſſe the Church, ſo T hold it abſolutely un- 
Jawfull for SubjecFs (upon any pretence what- 
ſoever) to make Warthough defenſeve)againſt 
their lawfull Soveraiene, againſt whichno leſs 
proofs will make me yeild but Geds word, and 
.let Me tell you, that upon ſuch poiats as theſe, 
inſtances, as well as compariſons, are odiows. 

9. Laſtly, 
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9. Laſtly, you miſtake the 2ere in my firſt 
| Paper to which this pretends to anſwer;for my 
; Queſtion was not concerning force of Argu- 
ments (forl never doubted the lawfulneſle of 
it) but force of Armes, to which, I conceive, it 
# ſayes little or nothing, unleſle (after My ex- 
* ample)you refer Me to the former Section,that 
7! whichit doth, is meerly the as king of the 2 ne- 
3 tion, after a fine diſcourle of the ſeveral wayes 
! of perſwading rather than forcing of conſci- 
ence: [cloſe up this Paper, deſiring you to 
* take notice, thar there is none of theſe Setions 
but I could have enlarged to many more lines, 
” ſome to whole pages, yet I choſe to be thus 
® brief, knowing you will underſtand more by a 
* word than others by a long diſcourſe; truſting 
\ likewiſe to your ingenuity, that reaſon epits- 
; mixed, will weigh as much with you as if it 
were at large. 
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Concerning the Authority of the Fathers, 
| and practice of the Church. 


July 2. 1646. 


Mr. Alex: Henderſon's third Paper. 


H Aving in my former Papers preſſed the ; 


ſteps of your Majefties Propoſitions, | 
and finding by your CMajeſties lat Pa- | 


per, Controverſies tobe multiplyed, ( T believe) | 
beyond your Majeſties intentions in the begin- | 
ning; CAs concerning the Reforming Power: ® 
The Reformation of the Church of England ; * 
The difference betwixt a Biſhop and a Presby- | 
ter; The warrants of Presbyterian Govern- | 
ment; The Authority of Interpreting Scrip- |} 
rure; The taking and keeping of Publique | 
Oathes ; The forcing of Conſcience ; and ma- | 
ny othcr inferior and ſubordinate ©ueftions, | 
which are Branches of thoſe maine Controver- | 
ſies : All which in a ſatisfattory manner to de- 
termine in few words, I leave to more preſuming | 
Spirits, who either ſee no knots of Difficulties, | 
or can find a way rather to cut them aſſunder than | 
0 | 
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” 10 unlooſe them : yet will I not aſe any Tergiver- 
 fation ; nor doe 1 decline to offer my humble Oi. | 
, #jon with the Reaſons thereof, in the owne time 
© concerning each of them , which in obedience to 
' your Majeſties command, I have begun to doe al- 
" already. Onely Sir, by your Majeſties favou- 
* rable permiſſion, for the greater expedition, and 
: that the preſent wvelitations may be broneht to 
y ſome iſſue, I am bold to entreat that the Method 
; maybe alittle altered, and I may have leave 
; wow to begin at a Principle and that which ſhould 
| have been, inter Precognita ,; 1meare the Rule, 
by which we are to proceed, and to determine the 
: preſent Controverſie of Church policy ; without 
s which we will be led into a labyrinth, and want 4 
" thred to wind us out againe. In your Majeſties 
firſt Paper, the univeriall cuſtome of the Pri- 
* mitive Church, & conceived to be the Rule, In 
! the ſecond Paper, Section the 5. The practiſe of 
* the Primitive Church, and the univerſall con- 
ſent of the Fathers, is wade a convincing Argn- 
| ment, when the Interpretation of Scripture &s 
doubtfull , In your third Paper, Secs, 5, the pra- 
* Riceof the Primitive Church, and the uniyer- 
* fall conſent of the Fathers, i made Fudge ; and 
* I know, that nothing is more ordinary in this 
= 9ncition, then to alleage Antiquity, perperuall 
! Succeſſion, univerſall Conſent of the Fathers, 
* and the univerſall praQtiſe of the Primitive 
» Church, according to the Rnle of Auguſtine, 
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Quod univerſa tenet Eccleſia, nec a Confilio © 
inſtitutum, ſed ſemper retentum eſt, non, nifi _ # 
Authoritate Apoſtolica , traditum reQifime _ / 
cred tur. There is inthis Argument at the firſt 
view, ſo much appearance of Reaſon, that it may 
much worke upon a moaeſt mind ,, yet being well 
examined aud rightly weighed it will be found to 
be of no great weight , for veſide that the minox 
will never be made goed in the behalfe of a Dio- 
c#ſan Bithop, having ſole power of Ordination 
and Juriſdiction, there being a multitude of Fa- 
thers, who maintaine that Biſhop and Presbyter 
are of one and the ſame Order , 1 ſhall humbly 
offer ſome few Conſiderations about the . major, 
becauſe it hath been an inlet to many dangerous 
Errors, and hath proved a mighty hinderance 
and obſtruction to Reformation of Religion. 

1. Firſt, I deſire it may be conſidered, that 
whiles ſome make two Rules for defining Contro- 
verſiesz the word of God and antiquity, (which 
tvey will have to be received with equall venera- 
tion) or, as the Papiſts call them, Canonicall 
Authority, and Catholicall Tradition ; and o- 
thers, make Scripture to be the onely Rule, and 
Antiquity the authextick Interpreter , the latter 
of the two feemes to me to be the greater erronr : 
becauſe the firſt ſetteth up a parallel, in the ſame 
degree with Scripture ;, but this would create a 
Superior, in 4 higher degree above Scripture : 
For the interpretation of the Fathers ſhall * 

; tHe 
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' the ardli;, and acconnted the very Canſe and Rea- 
| ſon for which we conceive and believe ſuch a 
' place of Scripture to have ſuch a ſence , andthus, 
* Men ſhall have Dominion over our Faith againſt 
2 2 Cor.1.24. Our faith ſhall ſtand in the wiſdom 
2 of man, aud not inthe power of God, 1 Cor. 12.5: 
2 and Scripture ſhall be of private interpretation 
* For the Propheſie came not of old by the will of 
man, 2 Pet.1. 20,22. Nift homini Deus placu- 
erit, Deus non erit, Homo jam Deopropirius 
eſſe debebit, ſaith Tertullian. 
2. That Scripture cannot be Anthentically1#- 
terpreted bat by Scripture, is manifeit from Scri- 
pture : The Levites gave the ſenſe of the Law by 
vo other means ,but by Scripture it ſelf, Nch.8.$. 
| Our Saviour for example to 15, gave the true” 
ſenſe of Scripture, againit the depravations of 
1 Satan, by comparing Scripture with Scriptupe, 
| and not by alleaging any Teſtimonies out of the 
Rabbins, Mat. 4. And the Apoſtles, intheir 
Epi#les; uſed no other help, but the d:ligent com- 
paring of Propheticall writings ; like as the A- 
| poſtle Peter, will have us to compare the clearer 
light of the Apoſtles, with the more obſcure> 
| light of the Prophets, 2 Pet.1.19. And when we 
* betake our ſelves to the Fathers, we have need 18 
| take heed, that, with the Papiits, we accuſe not 
: the Scriptures of obſcurity or imperfcition, 
\ # 3. The Fathers themſelves (as they arecited 
' Eby Proteſtant Writers) hold this Concluſion, that 
þ TO D 3 Scripture 
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Scripture is not to be interpreted,bnt by Scripture 
# ſelfe : To this purpoſe, amongit many other Te- 
ſtimonies, they bring the ſaying of Tertullian, 
Surge veritas, ipla Scripturas tuas interpretare, 
quam Conſuetudo non novit; nam ft noſcet, | 
non eſſet : if it knew Scripture, it wonld be a- | 
ſhamed of it ſelfe, and ceaſe to be any more, 

4. T 57-097 Errors have been received, and | 
continued for s long time, in the Church : The | 
Error of Free will beginning at Juſtin Martyr, 
continued till the time of Reformation,a!tbough 
it was rejected by Auguſtine, as the Divine 
Right of Epiſcopacy wes 0 by others. The 
Erroy about the Viſion of God, That the Souls 
of the Saints departed,ſee not the face of God, | 
till the Judgment of the Great Day, was held 
by Univerſal Conſent : the ſame may be ſaid of | 
ihe error of the Millenaryes ; and, which more | 
wearly. toucheth upon the preſent Queſtion, the | 
Auncients erred grofly about the Antichriſt aud 
Myſtery of Iniquity, which did begin to worke 
in tbe dayes of the Apoſtles. Many other In- 
ftances might be brought to prove the univerlall | 
practiſe of the Church,as were wot warranted by | 
the Apoſiles, as in the Rites of Baptiſme and } 
Prayer; and the forming np and arawing to- * 
gether of the Articles of rad that is called - 
Symbolum Apoſtolicum ; the obſervation of | 
mary Feaſts and Faſts both Aniverſary and * 
Weekly, | 
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5. That it s not a matter ſo igcredible, or im- 


poſcible, as ſome wonld have it appeare to be, for 


\ the Primitive Church to have made a ſudden de- 
* fection from the Apoſtolicall purity : The people 
: of Tſracl, in the ſhort time of Moſes his abſence 


pF 


; 


on the Mount, turned aſide quickly, and fell into 
horrible Idolatry,Exod.3 2. ſoone after the death 
of Joſuah, and the Elders that had ſeen the great 


1 works, which the Lord had done for Iſrael, there 
! aroſe another Generation after them, which did 


evill in the fight of the Lord, Judg. 2.8 7. ſoone 
after the building of the Temple, and ſetling of 
Religion by David and Salomon, the worſhip of 
God was atfiled with Idolatry : when Rehoboam 
had eſtabliſhed the Kingdome, he forſook the Law 


| of the Lord, and all Iiracl with him, 2 Chron, 


A + 


x77 


, © 12.1. And the Apoſtle ſayes to the Galatians, 
* Gal. 1.6. I maryell that you are ſo ſoone re- 
# moved unto another Goſpel : why then ſhall 


we thixke it ſtrange, that in the matter of Diſci- 


| pline, there ſhould be a ſudden defettion,eſpec- ally 


it being begun in the time of the Apoitles  [ 


| know it 8 4 common Opinion, but Tbeliews there 
| be no ſtrong reaſons fer it, that the Chirch which 
| was neareſt the times of the Apoſtles was the moſt 
' pureand perfect Chnrch. 


6. That it s impoſſible to come to the know- 
ledge of the Univerſall Conſent and Prattice of 
the Primitive Church : for many of the Fathers 
wrote nothing at all, many of their writings are 

D 4 periflica, 
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periſhed, (it may be that both of theſe have diſſen- * 
ted from the reſt )many of the Writings which we 
have under their names are ſuppoſititins of coun- 
L terfeit, eſpecially about Epiſcopacy which was the | 
foundation of Papall Primacy : The Rule of Au- 
guſtine afore-mentioned doth too much favour © 
Traditions, and is not te be admitted, without © 
cantions and exceptions. -23Y 
Many the like Conſiderations may be added, | 
but theſe may be ſufficient to prove, that the una- 
Bimm0us C07 ſent of the Fathers, 'and the wniver- 
fall pratiice of the Primitive Church,ts no ſure—> 
ground of Anthenticall imterpretation of Scrip- 
ture, I remember of 4 zrave Divine in Scot- 
land, m»ch honoured by K. James of happy mee 
mory, wo did often profeſſe that he did learne 
more of one Paze of John Calvin,then of a whole | 
Treatiſe of Auguſtine : nor can there be. any | 
g00d reaſon, (many there be againſt it ) why the | 
Apcients ſhoutd be ſo farre preferred to the Mo- 
aerize Dottors of the Reformed Churches, and the ; 
one ina manacr Deified, and the other wilified : 
Tt tr bat a poor Reaſon that [ome give, Fama mi- 
ratrix ſentoris xvi, and i abundantly anſwered | 
by ive Apotog iſt for Divine Providence. If your | 
Majeſty be ſtill unſatisfied concerning the Rule, | 
1 knom not to what purpoſe T ſhould proceed or 
trouble your Majeſty any more, 
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Shall very willingly follow the method you 
Ys begun in your third Paper ; but I doc 
>not conceive, that My Jaſt Paper multiplies 
more Controverſies than My firſt gave acca- 
ſion for; having been ſo far from augmenting 
the Keads'of our Diſputation, that I have o- 
mitted the anſwering many things , in both 
your Papers, exprelly to avoid raiſing of new 
and needleſſe 2ne1ons, deſiring to have only 
ſo many' debated, as are ſimply neceſſary to 
ſhew, whether, or not, 1 may with a ſafe cox- 
ſcience give way to the alteration of Church- 
Government in England; and indeed I like ve- 
ry well,to begin with the ſct/;ng of the Rule by 
which We are to proceed, and determine the 
preſent Controverſie ; ro which purpoſe (as I 
conceive)My third Paper ſhewes you an cxcel- 
lent way ; for there, Ioffer you aJ#age be- 
tween us, ar deſire you to finde out a better, 
which, to My judgement, you have not yet 
done, 
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done, (though you have ſought to invalidate 
Mine) For, if you underſtand to have offered 
the Scripture, though no Man ſhall pay more 
reverence, nor ſubmit more humbly to it,than 
My ſelf, yet We muſt find ſome ruleto judge 
betwixt us, when you and I differ vpon the 7x- 
terpretation of the ſelf-fame Text, or it can 
never determine our Queſtions ; as for ex- 
ample, I ſay you miſapply that of 2 Cor, 1.14. 
to Me (let others anſwer for themſelves ) for I 
know not how I make ether Men 18 have domi- 
ion over My Faith, when I make them onely 
ſerve to approve My reaſdn ; nor doe I conceive 
how, 1 Cor.2.5.can be applicd to this purpoſe; 
For there Saint Paul onely ſhewes «2 diffe- 
rence between Divine and Hamane Eloquence, 
making no mention of any kind of interpreta-. 
t10n throughout the whole Chapter, as indeed 
Saint Petey does, 2 Pet.1. 20. which I conceive 
makes for Me , for, fince that no Propheſie of 
opts 1 i of any private interpretation, Firſt, 
T inferre, that Scripture is to be Interpreted , 
for elſe, the Apoſtle would have omitted the 
word Private : Secondly, that at leaſt the con- 
ſent of many learned Divines is neceſſary, and 
ſoa fortiore, that of the Catholique Church, 
ought tobe an authentique' ?wdge, when Men 
differ : Andisita good Argument ? becauſe 
(Mat.4.4.7.10.)Scripture 1s beſt interpreted by 
ir {eltc, therefore thar all other interpretations 
are 
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' arcunlayfull 2 certainfull you cannot thinke : 
Thus having ſhewed you that We differ,about 
| the meaning of the Scripture,and are like to do 
ſo, certainly there ought to be for this, as well 


© as other things, a Rule or a Fudge between us, 


to determine onr differences, or, atleaſt, to 
make our Probations and Arguments Rele- 
want; therefore evading, for this time, to An- 
ſwer your 6 Conſiderations (not Iafſure you 
for the difficulty of them, but the ſtarting of 
new Queſtions ) I defire you onely to ſhew Me 
a better, than what I have offered unto you. 
Newcaſtle, 


CR 
July 3.164 6. 
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For Mr. Alex: Henderſon, 


A particular Anſwer to Mr. Alex: Henderſons, 
2uly 3.16. 1646. 
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Ntill you ſhall finde out a fitter way to 
decide our Difference in Opinion con- 
cerning Interpretation of Scripture than 


the Conſent of the Fathers, and the Univerſall 
Pratice 


56 HisM a ju$TI9S: fift Paper.” 
Pratice of the Primitive Church, T cannot but 
paſſe you My Judgment anent thoſe 6 Conſide- 


rations, which you offered to invalidate thoſe 


Authorities, that I ſo much reverence. 
1. In the firſt you mention 1wo Rvles for de- 


fining of Controverſies, and ſeeke a moſt old. 


way to confute them, as I thinke ; For you al- 
leage, that there is more attributed to them, then 


I believe you can prove, by the Conſent of 


moſt learned Men { there: being no. Queſtion, 
but there are alwaies ſome flattering -Fooles 
that can commend nothing but with hyperpo- 
lick expreſſions) and you know that ſuppoſito 


quolibet, ſequitar quidlibet ; beſides doe you 


thinke, that albeit ſome ignorant Fellowes, 


ſhould attribute more power toPresbyters,than 


is really due unto them, that therebytheir juſt 


reverence and authority is diminiſhed 2 So1 
{ce no reaſon why I may not ſafely maintaine 
that the Interpretation of Fathers, is a moſt ex- 


cellent ſfre»gthning ro My- Opinion, though 
Others ſhould attribute the Cauſe and Reaſor 
of their Faith unto ir. 

2. As there is no Queſtion, but that Scrip- 
tare is the farre beſt Interpreter of it ſelfe, ſol 
ſee nothing in this, negatively proved, to ex- 
clude any other, notwithſtanding your poſi- 
tive affirmation. | 

3. Norin the next, for I hope you will not 
be the firlt to condemne your ſelte, Me, and 

in- 
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! innumerableOthers,who yet unblamably have 
* nottyed themſelves to this Rule. 
4. Ifin this you onely intend to prove, that 
Errors were alwaies breeding inthe Charch, T 
ſhall nor deny it, yet that makes Jittle (as I 
conceive\to your purpoſe; but if your meaning 
be, to accuſe the Univerſal Praftice of they 
Church with Error, 1 mult ſay it is a very bold 
undertaking z and, (if you cannot juſtifie your 
ſelfe by cleare places in Scripture) much to be 
blamed, wherein you muſt not alleape, that to 
be univerſally received, which was not, as 1 
dare ſay, that the Controverſic about Free will, 
was never yet decided , by Oecumenicall, or 
Generall Conncell, nor muſt you preſume to 
call that.an Error, which really the Catholique 
Church maintained ( as in Rites of Baptiſme, 
Formes of Prayer , Obſervation of Feaſts , 
Faſts, &c.) except you can prove it {o by the 
Word ot God , and it is not enough to ſay, 
thar ſuch athing was nat warranted by the A4- 
poſtles, but you mult prove by their Do&@ripe, 
that ſuch a thing was «zlawfull,or clſe the Pra- 
ice of the Church is warrant enough for Me 
to follow and obey that Cuſtome whatſoever 
it be, and thinke it good, and ſhall believe that 
the £Apoſiles Creed was made by them, (ſuch 
Reverence | beare to the Churches Tradition) 
untill other Authors be certainly found our. 
5. I was taught that de poſſe ad efſe was no 
good 
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good Argument ; and indeed to Me it is incre- 


; dible, that any c»ſtome of the Catholike Church 


was erroneous, which was not contradicted, b 
Orthodox, \earned Men, in the times of their 
firſt Practice, as is eaſily perceived that all 
thoſe Defettions were, (ſome of them may be 
juſtly called Rebefions ) which yon mention. 

6. I deny it is impoſſible, (though I confeſſe 
it difficult ) ro come to the knowledge of the 
Univer(all Conſent, and Pradtice of the Primi- 
tive Church, therefore I confeſle a Man ought 
to be carefull how to believe things of this na- 
ture ; wherefore I conceive this to be onely an 
Argument for Camtion. 

My Concluſion is, that albeit I never eſtec- 
med any Awthority <quall to the Scriptares ; 
yet I doe think the Unanimers Conſent of the 
Fathers, and the Univerſal Praftice of the Pri- 
mitive Church, to be the beſt and moſt Authenti- 
call Interpreters of Gods word,and conſequently 
the fitteſt Judges between Me and you, when 
we differ, untill you ſhall find Me better : For 
example, I think you for the preſent, the beſt 
Preacher in Newcaſtle, yet I believe you may 
erre, and poſſibly a better Preacher may come, 
bur till then, muſt reraine My Opinion. 


Newcaſile, 
july 16. 1645. 
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